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1. Introduction 19 
Bonded post-tensioned concrete had been considered as a durable form of construction 20 
because of the multi-layered protection for the prestressing steel. However, many post-21 
tensioned concrete bridges have been reported to have suffered ruptured tendons due to 22 
corrosion, which led to total structural collapse in some extreme cases (Concrete Society, 23 
2002, Highways Agency et al., 1999, NCHRP, 1998). Previous investigations showed that a 24 
ruptured tendon is able to re-anchor into the surrounding grout, which is mainly designed as a 25 
corrosion protection, and, as a result, contributes to the residual structural capacity of the 26 
structure (Highways Agency, 1995, Buchner and Lindsell, 1987b). While much effort has 27 
been devoted to developing corrosion detection techniques, little attention has been given to 28 
assessing the structural capacity of bonded post-tensioned concrete structures with ruptured 29 
tendons. 30 
Approaches to the structural assessment of damaged post-tensioned bridges often utilise pre-31 
tensioned models or empirical bond slip relations to approximate the re-anchorage length 32 
(Highways Agency et al., 1999, Cavell and Waldron, 2001, Coronelli et al., 2009). In some 33 
cases, the re- anchorage of tendons is completely ignored (Jeyasehar and Sumangala, 2006, 34 
Zeng et al., 2010, Watanabe et al., 2011). However, this is not appropriate. Wrong estimation 35 
of the re-anchoring phenomenon for a ruptured tendon can result in inaccurate predictions of 36 
the residual structural capacity. Accurate prediction enhances the process of decision making 37 
and helps in decreasing the maintenance cost. Equally important, it minimises disruption and 38 
avoids unnecessary replacement or strengthening work. Therefore, this paper aims to develop 39 
a 3D non-linear finite element (FE) model to simulate the re-anchorage phenomenon of the 40 
ruptured tendon in bonded post-tensioned concrete. The model will then be used in a 41 
parametric study to investigate the influence of different parameters. This will help improve 42 
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the understanding of the behaviour of bonded post-tensioned concrete structures with 43 
ruptured tendons and facilitate the prediction of their residual structural capacity. 44 
This paper presents the background of bond in post-tensioned concrete in Section 2. Section 3 45 
presents a 3D non-linear FE model for the re-anchorage of a ruptured tendon.  Section 4 46 
shows the experimental procedure used in the validation of model, which is used to validate 47 
the numerical model in Section 5.  Section 6 presents a parametric study, which was 48 
performed using the developed FE model. Conclusions are summarised in Section 7.  49 
2. Bond in grouted post-tensioned concrete  50 
Bond between steel and grout is attributed to adhesion between steel and grout, friction 51 
between steel and grout, and the mechanical resistance. The adhesion always has an 52 
insignificant influence on the load-deformation response of the structure, because the 53 
adhesion fails after a very small relative slip (Marti et al., 2008, Cairns et al., 2007). The 54 
mechanical resistance only contributes to bond when deformed steel bars are used.  However, 55 
when smooth strands are used, a strand slips through the grout following the pre-shaped 56 
groves without shearing off the concrete (fib, 2000, Abdelatif et al., 2015). Therefore, the 57 
friction between steel and grout is largely responsible for the transfer of stress into the 58 
surrounding material. In the following paragraphs, the literature on bond in grouted post-59 
tensioned concrete is chronologically presented.  60 
In 1960s, experiments on 19 beams were conducted to investigate the effect of grout 61 
properties on the re-anchorage length, indicated as “transmission length”, and the structural 62 
behaviour of bonded post-tensioned concrete beams (Geddes and Soroka, 1963, Geddes and 63 
Soroka, 1964).  The investigations showed that the “transmission length” is independent of 64 
time, but depends on the compressive strength of the grout. 65 
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In controlled demolition tests in the eighties, important results about structures suffering from 66 
rupture of tendons were revealed (Buchner and Lindsell, 1987b, Buchner and Lindsell, 1988). 67 
These results were: 1) the ruptured tendon is able to re-anchor into surrounding material over 68 
a certain length known as the re-anchorage length; 2) the re-anchorage depends on the grout 69 
condition, friction between individual wires or strand within a tendon, and the level of 70 
confinement provided by shear links. 71 
The Model code 1990 (MC90) introduced a model for bond in post-tensioned concrete. It is 72 
based on bond between concrete and the outer surface of tendon sheathing (CEB-FIP MC90, 73 
1990). In reality, however, the bond actually develops between pre-stressing steel and grout 74 
rather than between pre-stressing steel and concrete. This model for bond in post-tensioned 75 
concrete was removed in the latest version of the model code MC2010, (fib, 2010). 76 
The UK Highways Agency, in DMRB BA51/95, has proposed a conservative empirical 77 
relationship to estimate the re-anchorage length of a ruptured bonded post-tensing tendon 78 
(Highways Agency, 1995). It modified the BS5400 transfer length model (BS 5400, 1990) for 79 
pre-tensioned concrete to account for multi-strand tendons. The model assumes linear 80 
distribution of tendon stresses over the re-anchorage length.  81 
In 2001, FE and experimental investigations were conducted to study the dynamic bond 82 
characteristics of smooth pre-stressing bars that are embedded in grout (Belhadj and Bahai, 83 
2001). The study demonstrated the importance of friction in controlling the slip of pre-84 
stressing steel in grout. In another study in 2008, the influence of emulsfiable oil, which is 85 
used as a temporary corrosion protection, in bond behaviour in bonded post-tensioned 86 
concrete was investigated. The results showed a reduction on bond shear stress for treated 87 
strands compared to untreated ones (Marti et al., 2008, Luthi et al., 2008). 88 
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An empirical relation was proposed in 2011 to calculate the re-anchorage length, which is 89 
referred to as “the size of the stress-decreasing region”, based on experiments on nine beams 90 
subjected to tendon cutting (Watanabe et al., 2011). The proposed relation assumed constant 91 
bond stress over the re-anchorage length, which gives a linear stress distribution. This 92 
assumption contradicts with the findings of other experimental observations (Geddes and 93 
Soroka, 1964, Coronelli et al., 2009). 94 
Most of the reviewed literature that addresses the bond of post-tensioned tendons aims to 95 
study the impact of certain parameters on the bond mechanism rather than developing a 96 
model for the re-anchorage of the tendon. Therefore, in 2012, the authors developed an 97 
analytical model based on the linear thick-wall cylinder theory and the Coulomb friction law 98 
to estimate the stress distribution in the tendon after the rupture and hence the re-anchorage 99 
length (Abdelatif et al., 2012), Eq. (1).  100 
2
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     
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 (1) 
Here fs is tendon stress at distance x from the rupture point, α is a factor to account for voids in 101 
the grout, μs and Es are the Poisson’s ratio and the Young’s modulus of steel. A and B are 102 
coefficients depending on geometry and material properties of steel, concrete, grout and duct 103 
that can be calculated as shown in (Abdelatif et al., 2012). Eq. (1) estimates the re-anchorage 104 
length when the stress in the pre-stressing steel (fs) is substituted by the effective pre-stress (fse). 105 
The model has been verified using an axisymmetric FE model and validated experimentally 106 
(Abdelatif et al., 2013). The results of axisymmetric and analytical model show that the stress 107 
on the grout might exceed the tensile strength. Therefore, non-linear material behaviour 108 
should be considered. 109 
6 
 
3. 3D non-linear FE modelling of the re-anchorage of ruptured tendons 110 
In this paper, an FE package ABAQUS (Dassault Systemes Simulia, 2010) is used to model 111 
post-tensioned concrete members with a single wire. The modelling of the post-tensioned 112 
concrete components (i.e. concrete, grout, steel and duct), simulation of post-tensioning, 113 
tendon rupture, and the solution algorithms are discussed in this section. All post-tensioned 114 
concrete components are modelled using 8-node isoparametric elements with reduced 115 
integration points to minimise the cost of computation. The reduced integration method 116 
improves the computational efficiency without losing the accuracy of the results (Koh and 117 
Kikuchi, 1987). 118 
3.1 Modelling concrete, grout, tendon and duct elements 119 
3.1.1 Concrete 120 
The magnitude of the radial stresses (compression) in concrete is always less than the 121 
magnitude of the circumferential stresses (tension) as shown in Eq. (2), based on thick-wall 122 
cylinder theory (Timoshenko et al., 1974).  123 
r
r r
r


 

 

 (2) 
This suggests that the compressive radial stress ( r ) will be less than the magnitude of 124 
concrete tensile strength (  ). Therefore, the behaviour of concrete in compression was 125 
modelled as linear-elastic.  126 
In tension, the behaviour of concrete is modelled as linear-elastic up to its tensile strength (ft) 127 
which is taken here as a tenth of the concrete compressive strength. The post-cracking was 128 
modelled using the Concrete damage plasticity (CDP) model in ABAQUS (Dassault 129 
Systemes Simulia, 2010) with Hillerborg’s fracture energy cracking concept (Hillerborg et 130 
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al., 1976) and assuming linear tension softening. More details about the CDP parameters used 131 
are discussed elsewhere (Abdelatif et al., 2015).  132 
3.1.2 Grout  133 
The grout material was modelled in a similar way as the concrete elements. According to 134 
EN447, a water cement ratio w/c of 0.4 is recommended for grout in prestressing tendons. 135 
For this w/c, the values of fracture energy, Gf, were found to be in the range of 22-26 N/mm 136 
(Padevět and Zobal, 2011). In this study the averaged value of 24 N/mm was used. 137 
3.1.3 Prestresing steel, duct, and anchor plates 138 
Post-tensioning tendons are usually stressed to a level below the yield stress. Therefore, 139 
tendon, steel duct, and anchor plates are modelled using linear elastic material model 140 
adopting the idealised stress-strain constitutive model in both tension and compression (CEB-141 
FIP MC90, 1990). In this study, the Young’s modulus for steel material was assumed to be 142 
200 GPa. 143 
As noted in section 2, friction is the principal means of transferring stress from the tendon 144 
into the surrounding material for both smooth strands and wires.  Therefore only the frictional 145 
component was considered in modelling bond in this work.  The pressure in the frictional 146 
component is generated by the radial expansion of the tendon after rupture as a result of the 147 
Poisson effect, Abdelatif et al., 2015.  In this work, only tendons made from a single wire are 148 
considered to avoid the meshing problems that would occur for a helical strand.  For a given 149 
change in pre-stress the Poisson effect will give the same change in diameter for both strand 150 
and wire.  However, for the strand there is an additional effect that resulting from the 151 
mechanical interlocking of the wires making up the strand.  Therefore, modelling the tendon 152 
as a wire will provide a lower bound on the bond and hence a conservative estimate of the re-153 
anchorage length. 154 
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3.2 Simulation of post-tensioning process 155 
To simulate the interface between steel-grout, grout-duct, and duct-concrete surface-to-156 
surface contact elements were used. The tangential behaviour between steel and grout was 157 
modelled using Coulomb friction law with zero cohesion and 0.4 coefficient of friction 158 
(Abdelatif et al., 2012, Abdelatif et al., 2015, fib, 2000). Note that the type of corrosion 159 
usually found in post tensioned structures is the pitting corrosion, which is localised and 160 
occurs in grout voids due to the presence of chlorides and moisture. Therefore, in this study, 161 
the coefficient of friction between steel and concrete close to the tendon fracture was 162 
assumed to be unchanged by corrosion. Other contact interfaces (i.e. grout-duct, duct-163 
concrete and end anchors-concrete) were considered to be fully bonded. 164 
The slip between two paired nodes at contacted interfaces is considered to take place when 165 
the tangential friction exceed the static friction and the relative tangential displacement 166 
exceeds the specified tolerance. In ABAQUS by default, the tolerance set to 0.5% of the 167 
average length of all contact elements in the model (Dassault Systemes Simulia, 2010).  168 
The normal and tangential contact behaviours were solved using an augmented Lagrange 169 
multiplier algorithm and Penalty method, respectively. 170 
The model consists of three main solution steps: prestressing, grouting, and rupture.  171 
1) The prestressing was modelled by applying an initial stress equivalent to the 172 
magnitude of prestress on steel elements. The model was then solved in this first step 173 
to allow transfer of prestress from steel to concrete through the end anchorage. In this 174 
step, the grout elements, contact between post-tensioning steel and grout, and contact 175 
between grout and duct are deactivated (no stress on grout in this step).  176 
2) The grouting process was then simulated in the second solution step by activating the 177 
grout elements and grout’s contact elements with steel and the duct. Note that the 178 
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grout element remain un-stressed throughout this step. This is because the contact 179 
elements can be stablished between any two paired of nodes if they are within the 180 
predefined tolerance without displacing the nodes. 181 
3) In the third step the tendon rupture was simulated. The rupture of post-tensioning steel 182 
was modelled by deactivation steel elements at the location of the rupture, and then 183 
the model is solved for equilibrium. This simplification is supported by the fact that 184 
the corrosion causing rupture is localised and occurs in the form of pitting. With more 185 
localisation and high rate of corrosion, the pitting mechanism may produce points of 186 
stress concentration. Eventually this may lead to a sudden brittle failure after a 187 
negligible loss of material. 188 
The model was solved utilising a full Newton-Raphson solver under the static condition, with 189 
un-symmetric matrix storage to handle the contact solution. A small time step size, and 190 
therefore, a large number of increments were used to promote the convergence of the 191 
complex non-linear material behaviour and the solution of the contact problem.  192 
3.3 Mesh sensitivity 193 
The mesh sensitivity study was conducted for a bonded post-tensioned concrete prism (Fig. 194 
1) in order to find an optimum spatial discretization. The study shows that, 32 segments 195 
around the tendons and 10 mm element size in the longitudinal direction satisfied the mesh 196 
sensitivity investigations, Fig. 2. The influence on the model result for elements smaller than 197 
this was found to be insignificant (Fig. 3). 198 
4. Experimental work 199 
A number of laboratory investigations have previously been carried out to study the bond 200 
behaviour between grout and the post-tensioning tendons, as well as the quality performance 201 
of the grout (Marti et al., 2008, Minh et al., 2007, Minh et al., 2008). However, only limited 202 
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experiments were conducted to understand the re-anchoring phenomenon of ruptured 203 
tendons.  204 
In this section, a brief review of previous tests about measuring techniques, rupture 205 
simulation, and the size of test specimen will be given. 206 
In previous studies on monitoring strain changes after tendon rupture/release on post-207 
tensioned concrete, two types of strain gauges were used: the demountable 208 
mechanical (DEMEC) and the electrical gauges. The DEMEC strain gauges were used to 209 
investigate the effect of grout properties on transmission length on nineteen bonded post-210 
tensioned concrete beams (Geddes and Soroka, 1964). The electrical strain gauges were 211 
usually attached on the concrete surface to (Schupack and Johnston, 1974, Buchner and 212 
Lindsell, 1987a, Buchner and Lindsell, 1988) or attached to the pre-stressing steel (Coronelli 213 
et al., 2009, Watanabe et al., 2011). However, the tendon slippage after the rupture might 214 
break the attached electrical strain gauges (Coronelli et al., 2009).  215 
Because the simulation of the corrosion process is time demanding (Jeyasehar and 216 
Sumangala, 2006), the corrosion rupture was simulated by releasing the prestress force at the 217 
location of rupture. This can be done either by using nuts to simulate the rupture at the end 218 
(Geddes and Soroka, 1964) or by cutting the tendon through a prefabricated hole using a 219 
flame torch (Schupack and Johnston, 1974) or saw (Coronelli et al., 2009, Watanabe et al., 220 
2011). 221 
Different sizes of specimens were used in previous experimental investigations. Experiments 222 
were conducted on real bridge girders (Buchner and Lindsell, 1987a, Buchner and Lindsell, 223 
1988), laboratory beams with large cross section (Schupack and Johnston, 1974) and long 224 
spans (~10 m) (Tanaka Y. et al., 2001), and on 3-5 metre beams (Coronelli et al., 2009, 225 
Geddes and Soroka, 1964, Watanabe et al., 2011). 226 
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The drawbacks of the previous experiments on the behaviour of the ruptured tendon can be 227 
summarized in three points: 228 
 The use of electrical resistance strain gauges or DEMEC gauges restricts the number of 229 
the measuring points based on the specimen length. This will influence the prediction 230 
of strain profile along the tendon 231 
 Simulating tendon rupture by saw cutting might disturb and damage the grout.  232 
 Conducting experiments on large beams or in a real bridge beams restricts the number 233 
of parameters to be varied for practical and cost issues. 234 
These drawbacks can be resolved by measuring the full-field displacement (instead of strain 235 
gauges) after the rupture on small prisms (instead of beams).  236 
In this study, the 3D Electronic Speckle Pattern Interferometry (ESPI) system was utilised to 237 
measure the full field displacement on 500 mm long post-tensioned concrete prisms. ESPI 238 
has proven to be a valuable alternative to conventional displacement measuring techniques 239 
(Jones and Wykes, 1989). It provides considerably more information, such as full-field 240 
measurement, compared to the conventional method. The rupture of the tendon was simulated 241 
by undoing nuts of a special type of anchor (instead of using saw cutting or accelerated 242 
corrosion), which was designed for the purpose of the tests (Fig. 1). Undoing nuts also gives 243 
a sufficient number of steps/images to be capture by the ESPI system throughout the test. 244 
4.1 Test setup 245 
33 Concrete prisms of 500x100x100 mm with an embedded duct along the centre were cast 246 
and then post-tensioned using a single pre-stressing wire (Fig. 1). The wire was tensioned 247 
using a manual hydraulic prestressing jack. The prestressing load was controlled by means of 248 
a load cell and adjusted with a bespoke extended anchor system before grouting. The prisms 249 
were grouted vertically from the anchor side using a manual pointing gun.  250 
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As illustrated in Fig. 4, the post-tensioned concrete prism was then bolted down to a vibration 251 
isolation table and two rounded bars were inserted below the prism to minimize expected 252 
downward movement during the test (because of the sensitivity of the ESPI system to rigid 253 
body motion). Two different support setups were used in this test to investigate the influence 254 
of the support position on the tendon re-anchorage. In the first one, the prism was bolted 255 
down from the releasing end (live end), and in the second, the prism was fixed at the other 256 
end (dead end). This support boundary condition (bolting-down) was represented in the FE 257 
model by fixing the nodes at the bottom of the end-plate.     258 
The rupture of the tendon at the end of the prism (i.e. anchor) was simulated by gradually 259 
releasing the nuts between the extended anchorage plates (Fig. 1) in many steps. A load cell 260 
was used to monitor the level of prestress during releasing steps and to record the tendon 261 
force before and after the test to eliminate the prestress losses.  The full-field displacement at 262 
the concrete surface after prestress release was measured using ESPI, Fig. 4.  263 
One of the intrinsic limitations to be avoided in ESPI measurements is the rigid body motion 264 
(RBM). The presence of rigid body motion (i.e. movement of the sample) locates the speckle 265 
pattern fringes away from the surface of the tested object (Jones and Wykes, 1989). 266 
Therefore, fringes can become unrelated to the surface displacement. This is a major 267 
disadvantage of the ESPI system, which limits its application. The correction of such errors 268 
might be difficult or impossible to account for and it is important to minimise this error by a 269 
suitable design of the testing setup. In this study, two LVDTs were used to monitor the 270 
prisms’ rigid body motion. One third of the prisms used in this study were excluded because 271 
of the presence of the rigid body motion. 272 
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5. Model validation 273 
The validation was conducted by comparing the results from the FE model with full field 274 
displacement at the concrete surface of post-tensioned concrete prisms. Many parameters 275 
were varied to examine the 3D FE model, these include: tendon diameter, duct material, 276 
prestressing force, concrete strength, grout strength, reinforcement and support setup (Table 277 
1). To increase the range of validation, previous experimental results on beams were also 278 
used to validate the FE model. The FE model stress profile was also compared to that from 279 
the analytical model proposed by the authors, Equation (1). 280 
5.1 Model validation against ESPI data 281 
The full-field displacement that was obtained from the ESPI test was compared with the 3D 282 
non-linear FE model displacement contour map in the longitudinal direction (Fig. 5 and Fig. 283 
6). The comparison shows a reliable simulation of 3D non-linear model for re-anchoring 284 
behaviour.  285 
From the contour maps, the displacement profile at the level of the tendon can be extracted 286 
for each prism (Fig. 7 and Fig. 8).  In order to accommodate the numerical model (Abdelatif 287 
et al., 2012) in the comparison, all results are normalised to the maximum displacement. 288 
Based on the impact of the rigid body motion on the test results, the results for negligible 289 
rigid body motion (c≤3μm) are given in Fig. 7 while those with small rigid motion (3μm 290 
≤RBM≤10μm), are presented in Fig. 8. All the results for specimens with excessive rigid 291 
body motion group ((RBM≥10μm) were excluded for the reasons discussed in Section 4.1. 292 
From observations, it was found that the prisms which were fixed from the far end (i.e. dead 293 
end) exhibit less rigid body motion compared with those which were fixed from the releasing 294 
end (i.e. live end).  295 
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Both of the analytical and 3D non-linear FE re-anchorage models show satisfactory 296 
prediction of the real behaviour (Fig. 5 to Fig. 8). In a few cases, the agreement at the end the 297 
prism is poor; this can be due to the fact that the intensity of the laser at the end is quite low. 298 
This reason limits the use of ESPI system with large specimens (Jones and Wykes, 1989).  299 
5.2 Model validation using data from previous tests on beams 300 
In addition to the experimental work done as a part of this study, data from previous 301 
experiments on post-tensioned concrete beams were used to validate the proposed model 302 
(Geddes and Soroka, 1964). The beams had dimensions of 5 inch (127 mm) width by 6 inch 303 
(152.5 mm) height and were post-tensioned using a single 7/8 inch (22.225 mm) post-304 
tensioning bar which was enclosed by 45mm/49mm steel duct filled with grout. The re-305 
anchorage length was estimated at 95% of the average maximum strain (95% AMS) method 306 
(Russell and Burns, 1993, Abdelatif et al., 2012). 307 
Fig. 9 shows normalised strain profile of the experimental data, 3D non-linear FE model, linear 308 
theoretical model, and Highways Agency model (Highways Agency, 1995). All strain data 309 
were normalised to average maximum strain. Good agreement between the proposed models 310 
(FE and analytical) with the experimental data are observed. The re-anchorage length is over 311 
predicted as 29% and 5% of the experimental value using the analytical and 3D FE model, 312 
respectively. The 29% is because of non-linear material behaviour is ignored while the 5% is 313 
regarded as acceptable. It is worth mentioning that the FE model runs in about three hours 314 
compared the milliseconds for the analytical model. In contrast, the Highways Agency model 315 
(DMRB BA51/95) overestimated the re-anchorage length by 125% from the experimental 316 
value assuming a linear stress profile which is clearly contradicted with the experimental results. 317 
The DMRB The DMRB BA51/95 overestimation of the re-anchorage length (and thereby 318 
underestimation of the residual capacity) could lead in practice to increased maintenance cost, 319 
traffic disruption and unnecessary replacement or strengthening work (Abdelatif et al., 2016).  320 
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5.3 Stress distribution across the concrete section 321 
The von Mises contour plot on the cross section at the end of post-tensioned concrete beam 322 
after tendon rupture is shown in Fig. 10. It was found that, the stress contours in concrete tend 323 
to take a circular shape around the tendon. This finding supports the assumption of the thick-324 
wall cylinder theory, which was used in development of the analytical model in Equation (1) 325 
(Abdelatif et al., 2012) and are in line with previous findings (Abdelatif et al., 2015).  326 
6. Parametric study on factors affecting the tendon re-anchorage 327 
Using the 3D non-linear FE model, the influence of different parameters on the re-anchorage 328 
of the ruptured tendon can be assessed. In this parametric study, the influence of the diameter 329 
and surface roughness of post-tensioning steel, diameter, thickness and material of sheathing 330 
(i.e. duct), initial prestress, concrete strength, grout strength, voids in the grout, and shear 331 
links, on the re-anchorage of a ruptured tendon are investigated. Unless stated otherwise, the 332 
beam that was used in this study has the properties shown in Table 2. The cross section of the 333 
beam was chosen from previous literature, (Coronelli et al., 2009), while the length was 334 
chosen to just occupy the re-anchorage length (to minimize the computational cost). 335 
Re-anchorage length normalised to the diameter of the post-tensioning steel (lr/d) and the 336 
effective prestress is normalised to the initial prestress (fse/fsi) were considered as reference 337 
values in this study.  338 
Studying the large number of parameters in this study was not possible without the aid of 339 
high performance computing cluster using eight CPUs with 16 GB RAM at the HPC unit in 340 
the University of Nottingham.  This greatly reduced the computational cost. 341 
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6.1 Diameter of post-tensioning steel 342 
Fig. 11 shows the influence of the tendon size on the re-anchoring behaviour in the case of a 343 
constant ratio of 2.3 for duct to diameter of post-tensioning steel. The length required for 344 
tendons to re-anchor is directly proportional to the diameter (Fig. 11b). It is found that the 345 
tendons with a smaller diameter tend to re-anchor in a short length and hold more force in 346 
comparison to those with a larger diameter (Fig. 11b and Fig. 11c). Fig. 11a shows that, the 347 
slope of the stress profile, which is related to the bond stress, is also affected by the size of 348 
the tendon. Small tendons tend to produce higher bond stress than large tendons, Fig. 11a.  349 
6.2 Surface roughness 350 
In this parametric study, the coefficient of friction was varied from 0.3 to 0.7 to investigate 351 
the influence of the surface roughness on the re-anchorage phenomenon. It was found that 352 
tendon re-anchorage depends significantly on the surface condition of the prestressing steel at 353 
the time of rupture (Fig. 12). Fig. 12 shows that rough tendons need a shorter length to re-354 
anchor compare to the smooth tendons. A similar conclusion was drawn in pre-tensioned 355 
concrete elements (Abdelatif et al., 2015). 356 
6.3 Initial prestress  357 
The investigation is conducted on a 3000 mm beam using 7 mm wire and 20 mm steel 358 
ducting with 1.9 mm thickness. In general, no significant influence of initial prestress on the 359 
re-anchorage phenomenon was observed (Fig. 13). The influences on the stress profile (Fig. 360 
13a) and the effective prestress (Fig. 13c) are negligible. The difference of 1000 MPa in the 361 
initial prestress, results only in less than 5d difference in the re-anchorage length (Fig. 13b). 362 
As the higher initial prestress always generates higher hoop stresses in concrete and grout 363 
(due to the higher exerted radial pressure at the interface), this suggests that the non-linear 364 
behaviour of the concrete and grout has insignificant influence on the tendon re-anchorage.  365 
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6.4 Concrete strength 366 
In most design codes, the concrete compressive strength is recommended to be more than 35 367 
MPa for prestressed concrete structures. However, in this study, concrete with 20-50 MPa 368 
compressive strength is used to observe the overall influence of concrete strength on the re-369 
anchoring. Generally, concrete with strength within the practical range does not show a 370 
significant influence on the tendon re-anchorage behaviour (Fig. 14). The difference of the 371 
re-anchorage length through the tested range of concrete strength is less than 2d while the 372 
difference in the effective prestress is about 2%. This finding supports the assumptions made 373 
in Section 6.3 that, the non-linear behaviour of concrete has an in significant influence on the 374 
re-anchorage of the ruptured tendon. 375 
6.5 Grout strength 376 
In this investigation, neither the stress distribution nor the effective prestress show significant 377 
changes due to the change of the grout compressive strength (Fig. 15). However, the re-378 
anchorage length shows less than 10d difference through the tested range (10-40 MPa), Fig. 379 
15b. In other words, each 5 MPa increase in the grout strength results in only 1.5d decrease in 380 
the re-anchorage length in this simulation. This finding is in agreement with previous 381 
experimental results (Geddes and Soroka, 1964, Watanabe et al., 2011) and observations 382 
during demolition of bridge girders (Buchner and Lindsell, 1987b). This could be due to the 383 
confinement introduced by the duct to the grout. 384 
6.6 Presence of the grout voids within the re-anchorage length 385 
Presence of voids on the grout is known to affect the re-anchorage behaviour of ruptured 386 
tendons in addition to creating a corrosive environment (Cavell and Waldron, 2001). In this 387 
investigation, three sizes of voids are considered: 25%, 50% and 100% void across the grout 388 
section (Fig. 16). Voids of 200 mm length (15.75d) were introduced in the grout to 389 
investigate the impact of grout voids on the re-anchorage mechanism. These voids were 390 
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located to start at 100 mm far from the end of the prism. The results show that, the presence 391 
of grout voids within the re-anchorage zone makes a significant change in the prestress 392 
profile and results in much longer re-anchorage length, Fig. 17a and Fig. 17b. If the beam is 393 
long enough for the tendon to re-anchor, no significant drop will occur in the effective 394 
prestress, Fig. 17c. The re-anchorage length of the voided tendons was approximated in a 395 
previous study by adding the void’s length to the non-voided re-anchorage length (Cavell and 396 
Waldron, 2001). However this study shows, the re-anchorage length is increased by 67%, 397 
114%, and 142% of the void’s length for 25%, 50%, and 100% of void in the grout cross 398 
section, respectively.  399 
6.7 Duct diameter (Grout thickness) 400 
An increase in the diameter of the duct increases the grout thickness. Thicker grout allows the 401 
tendon to deform in the longitudinal direction more than the thinner grout. Therefore, tendons 402 
with a large duct diameter (thicker grout layer) were found to have a longer re-anchorage 403 
zone, a higher prestress and less bond stress in comparison with tendons with smaller duct 404 
diameter (thinner grout layer), Fig. 18.  405 
6.8 Duct thickness 406 
The practical range of duct thickness is 0.25 mm for steel ducts, 2.5-3.0 mm for 407 
polypropylene (PP) ducts, and 4.0-6.0 mm for high density polyethylene (HDPE) ducts 408 
(Hewson, 2003). A steel duct with outer diameter of 30 mm was used to examine the impact 409 
of ducting thickness on the re-anchorage behaviour. It is found that, increasing the duct 410 
thickness increases the level of confinement around the post-tensioning steel which results in 411 
a shorter re-anchorage length (Fig. 19). No significant influence is observed on the effective 412 
prestress (Fig. 19c). 413 
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6.9 Duct material  414 
The ducts used in post-tensioned concrete are usually manufactured from steel, 415 
polypropylene (PP), and high density polyethylene (HDPE). These materials, in addition to 416 
polyvinyl chloride (PVC), which is used in this study, were considered to investigate the 417 
influence of ducting material on the re-anchoring phenomenon. The investigation considered 418 
a 6000 mm beam that was post-tensioned to 750 MPa and injected with grout of 40 MPa 419 
compressive strength. The Young’s moduli were taken as 200 GPa, 3.0 GPa, 1.75 GPa, and 420 
0.8 GPa for steel, PVC, PP, and HDPE respectively. The parametric study shows that, the 421 
tendons with a duct of low Young’s modulus show poor re-anchorage (i.e. long re-anchorage 422 
length, small effective prestress and low bond stress) as shown in Fig. 20. The tendons with 423 
steel ducting show good re-anchorage behaviour compared to those with PP and HDPE ducts 424 
and less longitudinal deformation. 425 
6.10 Shear reinforcement  426 
Fig. 21 shows the influence of shear reinforcement (stirrup) on the re-anchorage of the 427 
ruptured tendon. In this simulation, no significant influence of stirrups spacing on the re-428 
anchorage of the ruptured tendon was observed. This contradicts the observation during the 429 
controlled demolition of grouted post-tensioned concrete structures (Buchner and Lindsell, 430 
1987b). This contradiction can be attributed to: 431 
i) Experimental point of view: The observation of Buchner and Lindsell (1987b) were based 432 
on comparisons between beams of two different bridges with different properties, different 433 
number of strands in tendon and different level of prestress. 434 
ii) Modelling point of view: Modelling the behaviour of confined concrete correctly needs to 435 
consider the influence of confinement on the following factors in the CDP model: a) yield 436 
criterion; b) hardening and softening rule c) flow rule. None of the existing CDP type 437 
models includes all the three factors (Yu et al., 2010). However, the model shows good 438 
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agreement compared to experimental results in this study of post-tensioned concrete 439 
prisms with shear reinforcement as shown in Fig. 8e. 440 
7. Conclusions  441 
The paper has presented 3D non-linear finite element model for re-anchorage of a ruptured 442 
tendon in bonded post-tensioned concrete structures. The model was compared to previous 443 
analytical models and validated using experimental data on prisms, utilising the 3D 444 
Electronic Speckle Pattern Interferometry system (ESPI). The proposed model was also 445 
validated against previous experiments on beams and compared with the Highways Agency 446 
DMRB BA51/95 re-anchorage model. The developed model was found to be able to predict 447 
the re-anchorage length compared to the Highways Agency model DMRB BA51/95 which 448 
greatly overestimates the re-anchorage length. The findings related to the tendon re-449 
anchorage (modelling and experiments) are: 450 
 The experiments confirmed the re-anchorage of the ruptured tendon 451 
 The 3D finite element is able to capture the re-anchorage phenomenon 452 
 The developed models and experiments support the hypothesis that the re-anchorage 453 
phenomenon is influenced by the confining materials 454 
The 3D FE non-linear re-anchorage model was then used in a parametric study to investigate 455 
the influence of prestressing steel diameter and surface roughness, duct diameter and 456 
thickness, duct material, initial stress, concrete strength, grout strength, presence of voids in 457 
the grout, longitudinal reinforcement, shear links, and number of strands in the tendon on the 458 
re-anchoring behaviour of the ruptured tendon. The results of this parametric study is 459 
summarised as follows: 460 
21 
 
 The parameters that have a significant influence on the re-anchorage are tendon 461 
properties (i.e. diameter, roughness) and duct properties (i.e. diameter, thickness, and 462 
material) 463 
 Tendons with larger diameter have a long re-anchorage length whereas those with 464 
thicker duct and those with smaller diameter have a shorter re-anchorage length  465 
 Tendons with rough surfaces re-anchor better than those with smooth surfaces 466 
 Tendons with steel ducts re-anchor much better compared to those with polypropylene 467 
(PP), and high density polyethylene (HDPE) ducts 468 
The presence of voids in the grout around the ruptured tendons results in longer re-469 
anchorage length depending on the size of the voids  470 
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Table 1: Test matrix showing variation of model parameters 579 
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*OD/T: Outer diameter/wall thickness 
** Four 6 mm steel bars were used as main reinforcement with 6 mm stirrups every 50 mm 
*** fc, ft, fy: compression, tensile, yield strength in MPa. E: Young’s modulus in GPa 
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Table 2: Properties of the beam used in the parametric study 580 
Beam Prestressing steel Grout Concrete Steel Duct 
width 
(mm) 
height 
(mm) 
Length 
(mm) 
Initial 
prestress 
(MPa) 
Diameter 
(mm) 
Es 
(GPa) 
fcg 
(MPa) 
fc     
(MPa) 
Outer 
dia. 
(mm) 
Thickness 
(mm) 
150 200 1500 1250 12.7 2.07 20 50 25 2.5 
  581 
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Figures captions  582 
Fig. 1: Geometry of the test specimens (dimensions are in mm) 583 
Fig. 2: Typical mesh arrangement for the prism models 584 
Fig. 3: results of mesh sensitivity study 585 
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vibration isolated table 587 
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Fig. 15: Influence of the grout compression strength on: (a) Stress distribution; (b) Re-anchorage length; 604 
(c) Effective prestress  605 
Fig. 16: Size of the voids introduced in the grout 606 
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Fig. 20: Influence of the duct material (a) Stress distribution; (b) Re-anchorage length; (c) Effective 613 
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Fig. 21: Influence of shear links on: (a) Stress distribution; (b) Re-anchorage length; (c) Effective 615 
prestress 616 
 617 
Click here to download Figure Fig 1.tif 
Click here to download Figure Fig 2.tif 
Click here to download Figure Fig 3.tif 
Click here to download Figure Fig 4.tif 
(a)
 
 
0
10
20
(b)
 
 
0
10
20
Click here to download Figure Fig 5.eps 
(a)
 
 
-20
-10
0
(b)
 
 
-20
-10
0
Click here to download Figure Fig 6.eps 
Click here to download Figure Fig 7.tif 
Click here to download Figure Fig 8.tif 
0 25 50 75 100 125
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
0.95
1
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
a
i
n
 
x/d
 
 
Exprimental data 
3D non−linear −1
Theoretical model
BA 51/95 model
Click here to download Figure Fig 9.eps 
Click here to download Figure Fig 10.tif 
Click here to download Figure Fig 11.tif 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a)
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
30
40
50
60
70
(b)
l
r
/
d
Coefficient of friction
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
0.932
0.934
0.936
0.938
0.94
0.942
(c)
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
Coefficient of friction
φ = 0.3
φ = 0.4
φ = 0.5
φ = 0.6
φ = 0.7
Click here to download Figure Fig 12.eps 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a)
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
500 750 1000 1250 1500
63
64
65
66
67
68
(b)
l
r
/
d
f
si ( N/mm
2)
500 750 1000 1250 1500
0.95
0.96
0.97
0.98
0.99
1
(c)
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
f
si ( N/mm
2)
f
si = 500 N/mm
2
f
si = 750 N/mm
2
f
si = 1000 N/mm
2
f
si = 1250 N/mm
2
f
si = 1500 N/mm
2
Click here to download Figure Fig 13.eps 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a)
N
or
m
al
is
ed
 s
tre
ss
 f s
/f s
i
x/d
 
 
20 30 40 50
50
51
52
(b)
l r/d
f
cu
 (N/mm2)
20 30 40 50
0.91
0.92
0.93
0.94
(c)
f se
/f s
i
f
cu
 (N/mm2)
f
cu
=20 N/mm2
f
cu
=25 N/mm2
f
cu
=30 N/mm2
f
cu
=35N/mm2
f
cu
=40 N/mm2
f
cu
=45 N/mm2
f
cu
=50 N/mm2
Click here to download Figure Fig 14.eps 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a)
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
10 20 30 40
45
47
49
51
53
55
(b)
l
r
/
d
fgu (N/mm
2)
10 20 30 40
0.936
0.9365
0.937
0.9375
0.938
0.9385
(c)
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
fgu (N/mm
2)
fgu=10 N/mm
2
fgu=15 N/mm
2
fgu=20 N/mm
2
fgu=25 N/mm
2
fgu=30 N/mm
2
fgu=35 N/mm
2
fgu=40 N/mm
2
Click here to download Figure Fig 15.eps 
Click here to download Figure Fig 16.tif 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a) 
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
0 25 50 75 100
50
55
60
65
70
75
(b) 
l
r
/
d
Void ( %)
0 25 50 75 100
0.91
0.92
0.93
0.94
0.95
0.96
(c) 
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
Void ( %)
Void = 100 %
Void = 50 %
Void = 25 %
Void = 0 %
Click here to download Figure Fig 17.eps 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a)
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
20 25 30 35 40
50
60
70
80
90
(b)
l
r
/
d
dd/d
20 25 30 35 40
0.91
0.92
0.93
0.94
0.95
(c)
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
dd/d
dd/d=20
dd/d=25
dd/d=25
dd/d=35
dd/d=40
Click here to download Figure Fig 18.eps 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a) 
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
0 2 4 6
55
60
65
70
75
80
(b)
l
r
/
d
td (mm)
0 2 4 6
0.91
0.92
0.93
0.94
0.95
0.96
(c) 
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
td (mm)
td = 6 mm
td = 4 mm
td = 2 mm
td= 1mm
td = 0.5 mm
td = 0.25 mm
Click here to download Figure Fig 19.eps 
0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a)
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
Steel PVC PP HDPE
50
100
150
200
(b)
l
r
/
d
Duct’s material
Steel PVC PP HDPE
0.85
0.87
0.89
0.91
0.93
0.95
(c)
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
Duct’s material
Steel
PVC
PP
HDPE
Click here to download Figure Fig 20.eps 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1
(a) 
N
o
r
m
a
l
i
s
e
d
 
s
t
r
e
s
s
 
f
s
/
f
s
i
x/d
 
 
50 100 150 200
48
49
50
51
52
53
(b) 
l
r
/
d
Stirrups spacing ( mm)
50 100 150 200
0.91
0.92
0.93
0.94
0.95
0.96
(c)
f
s
e
/
f
s
i
Stirrups spacing ( mm)
 No stirrups
R6@50 mm c/c
R6@100 mm c/c
R6@150 mm c/c
R6@200 mm c/c
R6@250 mm c/c
Click here to download Figure Fig 21.eps 
Authorship, Originality, and Copyright Transfer Agreement 
 
Publication Title:   
 
Manuscript Title:         
 
Author(s) – Names, postal addresses, and e-mail addresses of all authors 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
     
 
 
I. Authorship Responsibility 
To protect the integrity of authorship, only people who have significantly contributed to the research or project and 
manuscript preparation shall be listed as coauthors. The corresponding author attests to the fact that anyone named as a 
coauthor has seen the final version of the manuscript and has agreed to its submission for publication. Deceased persons 
who meet the criteria for coauthorship shall be included, with a footnote reporting date of death. No fictitious name shall 
be given as an author or coauthor. An author who submits a manuscript for publication accepts responsibility for having 
properly included all, and only, qualified coauthors.  
 
I, the corresponding author, confirm that the authors listed on the manuscript are aware of their authorship status and 
qualify to be authors on the manuscript according to the guidelines above. 
 
 
 
Print Name     Signature      Date   
 
II. Originality of Content 
ASCE respects the copyright ownership of other publishers. ASCE requires authors to obtain permission from the 
copyright holder to reproduce any material that (1) they did not create themselves and/or (2) has been previously 
published, to include the authors’ own work for which copyright was transferred to an entity other than ASCE. Each author 
has a responsibility to identify materials that require permission by including a citation in the figure or table caption or in 
extracted text. Materials re-used from an open access repository or in the public domain must still include a citation and 
URL, if applicable. At the time of submission, authors must provide verification that the copyright owner will permit re-use 
by a commercial publisher in print and electronic forms with worldwide distribution. For Conference Proceeding 
manuscripts submitted through the ASCE online submission system, authors are asked to verify that they have 
permission to re-use content where applicable. Written permissions are not required at submission but must be provided 
to ASCE if requested. Regardless of acceptance, no manuscript or part of a manuscript will be published by ASCE without 
proper verification of all necessary permissions to re-use. ASCE accepts no responsibility for verifying permissions 
provided by the author. Any breach of copyright will result in retraction of the published manuscript.  
 
I, the corresponding author, confirm that all of the content, figures (drawings, charts, photographs, etc.), and tables in the 
submitted work are either original work created by the authors listed on the manuscript or work for which permission to re-
use has been obtained from the creator. For any figures, tables, or text blocks exceeding 100 words from a journal article 
or 500 words from a book, written permission from the copyright holder has been obtained and supplied with the 
submission. 
 
 
 
Print name     Signature      Date 
 
III. Copyright Transfer 
ASCE requires that authors or their agents assign copyright to ASCE for all original content published by ASCE. The 
author(s) warrant(s) that the above-cited manuscript is the original work of the author(s) and has never been published in 
its present form. 
 
Copyright Agreement
Amged O.
Modelling and parametric study of the re-anchorage of ruptured tendons in bonded post-tensioned concrete
Modelling and parametric study of the re-anchorage of ruptured tendons in bonded post-tensioned concrete
1- Amged Osman Abdelatif, Assistant Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Khartoum, Sudan,    E-mail: Amged.Abdelatif@uofk.edu 
2- John S. Owen, Associate Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Nottingham, UK,  E-mail: john.owen@nottingham.ac.uk
3- Mohammed FM Hussein, Associate Professor, Department of Civil and Architectural Engineering, Qatar University, Qatar, E-mail: mhussein@qu.edu.qa 
Amged O. Abdelatif
30 May 2017
30 May 2017
Click here to download Copyright Agreement ASCE Authorship
originality and CTA form 2.11.14.pdf
The undersigned, with the consent of all authors, hereby transfers, to the extent that there is copyright to be transferred, 
the exclusive copyright interest in the above-cited manuscript (subsequently called the “work”) in this and all subsequent 
editions of the work (to include closures and errata), and in derivatives, translations, or ancillaries, in English and in 
foreign translations, in all formats and media of expression now known or later developed, including electronic, to the 
American Society of Civil Engineers subject to the following: 
 
• The undersigned author and all coauthors retain the right to revise, adapt, prepare derivative works, present orally, or 
distribute the work, provided that all such use is for the personal noncommercial benefit of the author(s) and is consistent 
with any prior contractual agreement between the undersigned and/or coauthors and their employer(s). 
• No proprietary right other than copyright is claimed by ASCE. 
• If the manuscript is not accepted for publication by ASCE or is withdrawn by the author prior to publication (online or in 
print), or if the author opts for open-access publishing during production (journals only), this transfer will be null and void. 
• Authors may post a PDF of the ASCE-published version of their work on their employers’ Intranet with password 
protection. The following statement must appear with the work: “This material may be downloaded for personal use only. 
Any other use requires prior permission of the American Society of Civil Engineers.”  
• Authors may post the final draft of their work on open, unrestricted Internet sites or deposit it in an institutional repository 
when the draft contains a link to the published version at www.ascelibrary.org. “Final draft” means the version submitted 
to ASCE after peer review and prior to copyediting or other ASCE production activities; it does not include the copyedited 
version, the page proof, a PDF, or full-text HTML of the published version.  
 
Exceptions to the Copyright Transfer policy exist in the following circumstances. Check the appropriate box below to 
indicate whether you are claiming an exception: 
□ U.S. GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES: Work prepared by U.S. Government employees in their official capacities is not 
subject to copyright in the United States. Such authors must place their work in the public domain, meaning that it can be 
freely copied, republished, or redistributed. In order for the work to be placed in the public domain, ALL AUTHORS must 
be official U.S. Government employees. If at least one author is not a U.S. Government employee, copyright must be 
transferred to ASCE by that author.  
□ CROWN GOVERNMENT COPYRIGHT: Whereby a work is prepared by officers of the Crown Government in their 
official capacities, the Crown Government reserves its own copyright under national law. If ALL AUTHORS on the 
manuscript are Crown Government employees, copyright cannot be transferred to ASCE; however, ASCE is given the 
following nonexclusive rights: (1) to use, print, and/or publish in any language and any format, print and electronic, the 
above-mentioned work or any part thereof, provided that the name of the author and the Crown Government affiliation is 
clearly indicated; (2) to grant the same rights to others to print or publish the work; and (3) to collect royalty fees. ALL 
AUTHORS must be official Crown Government employees in order to claim this exemption in its entirety. If at least one 
author is not a Crown Government employee, copyright must be transferred to ASCE by that author. 
□ WORK-FOR-HIRE: Privately employed authors who have prepared works in their official capacity as employees must 
also transfer copyright to ASCE; however, their employer retains the rights to revise, adapt, prepare derivative works, 
publish, reprint, reproduce, and distribute the work provided that such use is for the promotion of its business enterprise 
and does not imply the endorsement of ASCE. In this instance, an authorized agent from the authors’ employer must sign 
the form below. 
□ U.S. GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS: Work prepared by authors under a contract for the U.S. Government (e.g., 
U.S. Government labs) may or may not be subject to copyright transfer. Authors must refer to their contractor agreement. 
For works that qualify as U.S. Government works by a contractor, ASCE acknowledges that the U.S. Government retains 
a nonexclusive, paid-up, irrevocable, worldwide license to publish or reproduce this work for U.S. Government purposes 
only. This policy DOES NOT apply to work created with U.S. Government grants. 
 
I, the corresponding author, acting with consent of all authors listed on the manuscript, hereby transfer copyright 
or claim exemption to transfer copyright of the work as indicated above to the American Society of Civil 
Engineers. 
 
 
 
Print Name of Author or Agent       
 
 
 
Signature of Author of Agent         Date 
 
More information regarding the policies of ASCE can be found at http://www.asce.org/authorsandeditors 
Amged Osman Abdelatif
30 May 2017
Modelling and parametric study of the re-anchorage of ruptured tendons 
in bonded post-tensioned concrete 
A. O. Abdelatif1 , J. S. Owen2 and M. F. M. Hussein3 
Jennifer Chapman 
Editorial Coordinator 
ASCE's Journal of Structural Engineering  
26 May 2017 
Dear MS Chapman, 
Re: Decision on Manuscript MS STENG-5593R1 - [EMID:4b1d9ef1e0025fec] 
The authors appreciate the final acceptance of the manuscript by reputable ASCE's Journal 
of Structural Engineering. The comments address by the reviewers have been responded 
as follows: 
Reviewer #1: The authors addressed the reviewer’s comments properly. I recommend 
its publication in this journal. 
The authors thankfully appreciate the Reviewer #1 decision.  
Reviewer #3: The authors have addressed the reviewers’ comments and I recommend 
the paper be accepted.  Some minor editorial changes are recommended. 
The authors thankfully appreciate the Reviewer #3 decision. The minors comments 
response are given below: 
 Same sentence is repeated on lines 159-160 and 164-165: The sentence in lines 
159-160 is deleted. 
 Provide citation and/or brief explanation of Highway Agency Model on line 310: 
Citation of the Highway Agency model is provided as recommended. 
 Sentence that starts "These voids" on line 391-392 is unclear and should be 
rewritten: The sentence is re-written as follows: Voids of 200 mm length (15.75d) 
were introduced in the grout to investigate the impact of grout voids on the re-
anchorage mechanism. 
Moreover, as required, all text in the manuscript is turned in black font. Also, the space of 
the reference list is doubled.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
Amged O. Abdelatif, Dr. 
Civil Engineering Department 
University of Khartoum 
Khartoum, Sudan 
On behalf of Dr. John Owen and Dr. Mohammed Hussein 
                                           
1 Assistant Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Khartoum, Sudan,                      
E-mail:Amged.Abdelatif@uofk.edu (The corresponding author) 
2 Associate Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Nottingham, UK,                     
E-mail: john.owen@nottingham.ac.uk 
3 Associate Professor, Department of Civil and Architectural Engineering, Qatar University, 
Qatar, E-mail: mhussein@qu.edu.qa 
Response to Reviewers Comments Click here to download Response to Reviewers Comments
STENG-5593- Final Response to the reviwers comments.docx
